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[ ] . Method is based on safety principles and empirical evidence.
. Method does not rely on crash history alone.

IIl.  Method requires information that can easily be acquired.

V. Method can be used by staff with limited technical background.
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Key Project Tasks and Findings

e State-of-the-art review o and ranking candidate sites for safety improvement projects. Applying the
— Review included network screening methods and risk factors. Fatal or serious injury crashes (N;) proposed methodology has potential in improving safety on these roads.
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* A large proportion of low-volume roads are owned by local agencies.
Appropriate outreach and education on the use of the proposed
RRCS X 1.25 methodology should be provided to local agency staff. This allows their

» Develop criteria for assessing screening methods
— Eight criteria were developed for assessing screening methods.
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